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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609 A(1) states, "the 
list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate 
paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner on form 
PTO-892, they have not been considered. 

Specification 

2. The use of the trademark "VELCRO" has been noted in this application. It should 
be capitalized wherever it appears and be accompanied by the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the 
proprietary nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent 
their use in any manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

3. The reference number "22" has been used to identify both the "sloping top" and 
the "outer shell" in pages 5-6 of the specification and in figure 4 of the drawings. The 
elements should be given different reference numbers. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the indicia including at 
least one structural item and at least a flag pole, lighthouse, and palm tree (claim 10) 
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must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement 
Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of 
the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 3, 9, 11, and 1 4 are objected to because of the following informalities. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claim 3 recites the limitation "said polyester laminate shell" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It will be assumed that this 
means that the previously recited outer shell is constructed of polyester laminate. 
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7. Claim 9 recites the limitation "said polyester laminate shell" in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. And claim 9 recites the 
limitation "a foam core" in line 2. This appears to be a second recitation of the inner 
core. It will be assume that this claim means that the already recited outer shell 
comprises a polyester laminate and that the already recited inner core comprises foam. 

8. Claim 1 1 recites "an outer laminate shell" in line 2. This appears to be a second 
recitation of the already recited outer shell. It is improper to positively recite the same 
element twice. It will be assumed that this means the outer shell is a laminate outer 
shell, and that a polyester gel coat is applied thereto. 

9. Claim 14 recites "a polyester laminate shell" in line 2. This appears to be a 
second recitation of the already recited laminate outer shell. It is improper to positively 
recite the same element twice. It will be assumed that this means the laminate outer 
shell is a polyester outer shell, and that a polyester gel coat is applied thereto. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

10. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

1 1 . Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. Claim 10 recites that the indicia comprises at least one structural object and 
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including at least one flag pole, lighthouse, and palm tree. Use of the word "and" in the 
claim results in the claim reciting all four elements at the same time. The disclosure 
does not adequately describe a raft with all four elements (structure, flag pole, 
lighthouse, palm tree). Claims 1 1 and 12 depend from claim 10. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 3. Claims 1 , 2, 5, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Von Norring (US 3,694,837) in view of Keller (US 3,619,833) and Lekhtman (US 
2004/0028478). Von Norring shows a floating body with a planar bottom (2), curved 
side, and sloping top. The body comprises a core (14) and outer shell (6). The outer 
shell encapsulates the core (figure 2). Von Norring does not disclose the construction 
materials of the core and outer shell. Keller shows a floating raft, similar to that of Von 
Norring, with an outer shell (20) that encapsulates an inner core (12). Keller teaches 
that the core may be foam (column 1 , lines 61-62) and the outer shell may be fiber glass 
and polyester resin (column 2, lines 18-21). Since Von Norring does not disclose any 
specific materials of construction, one wishing to make or use the apparatus of Von 
Norring would necessarily need to choose materials of construction. Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Von Norring by using a foam core and a fiber glass and polyester resin 
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outer shell. The motivation would be to make and/or use the Von Norring apparatus 
with materials of construction that are known in the art. Von Norring does not disclose 
at least one decorative indicia associated with the sloping top. Lekhtman discloses a 
floating raft similar to that of Von Norring. Lekhtman teaches that the top surface may 
be covered with artificial turf for a golf playing surface (paragraph 0019). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Von Norring by adding artificial turf to the top surface. The 
motivation would be to create a golf playing surface as taught by Lekhtman. The 
artificial turf constitutes a decorative indicia. 

14. Regarding claim 2, the body of the modified invention comprises polyester in the 
outer shell. 

15. Regarding claim 5, the indicia comprises artificial turf. 

1 6. Regarding claim 9, the outer shell is polyester resin laminate and the inner core 
is foam, as taught by Keller. 

1 7. Claims 3 and 4 are is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Von Norring in view of Keller and Lekhtman as applied to claim 2 above, and 
further in view of Abeille (US 4,825,798). Regarding claim 3, Keller discloses that a 
polyester gel coat can be applied to the outer surface of the outer shell (column 2, line 
15). Keller is silent as to pigment. Abeille shows a floating raft that comprises a foam 
core and polyester resin outer shell. Abeille teaches that a polyester gel coat can be 
applied to the outer surface of the outer shell. Abeille teaches that the polyester gel 
coat may be clear or colored if desired (column 2, lines 40-41). Therefore it would have 
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been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to further modify Von Norring by adding a pigmented polyester gel coat as taught by 
Keller and Abeille. The motivation would be to enhance the appearance of the raft. 

1 8. Regarding claim 4, Abeille teaches that the gel coat may comprise a textured 
non-skid surface in the form of stone (32). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify Von 
Norring by adding stone to the gel coat as taught by Abeille. The motivation would be to 
minimize the risk of a user slipping on the top surface. 

1 9. Claims 6 and 1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Von Norring in view of Keller and Lekhtman as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Simon (US 3,814,439). The modified invention of Von Norring does not 
comprise a flag pole. Lekhtmanh teaches adding the artificial turf for the purpose of 
creating a golf playing surface. Simon shows a floating golf playing surface with 
artificial turf and a flag. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify Von Norring by 
adding a flag to the top surface. The motivation would be to enhance the golf playing 
surface by providing a target. 

20. The elements of claim 10 are present in the modified invention of Von Norring as 
described above with respect to claim 6. 

21 . Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Von 
Norring in view of Keller and Lekhtman as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Treppedi et al. (US 2002/0095947). The modified invention of Von Norring does not 
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comprise an artificial palm tree. Lekhtman teaches that the floating raft can also be 
used to support a parasol (paragraph 0021). Treppedi shows a parasol in the shape of 
an artificial palm tree (figures 1 and 8). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify Von 
Norring by adding a parasol in the form of a palm tree. The motivation would be to 
provide shade for the user on the raft. 

22. Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bass (US 3,707,736) in view of Mallory (US 3,893,201 ). Bass shows a raft with a flat 
bottom, curved side, and sloped top. The top has a lantern which constitutes a 
decorative indicia. The raft has an outer shell (4, 6) that is hollow. Bass does not 
disclose a core of buoyant material, or that the shell is buoyant material. Mallory shows 
a buoy similar to that of Bass. Mallory shows that the buoy comprises a foam core (32) 
encapsulated by a polyester resin outer shell (30). It is well known and common in the 
art to fill hollow spaces with foam to provide buoyancy in the event that the walls of the 
hollow space get punctured. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Bass by using a 
foam core and a polyester outer shell as taught by Mallory. The motivation would be to 
enhance the buoyancy of the raft. 

23. Regarding claim 7, the lantern constitutes a light house structure. 

24. Claims 1 1 and 12 are is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Von Norring in view of Keller and Lekhtman and Simon as applied to claim 6 
above, and further in view of Abeille (US 4,825,798). Regarding claim 1 1 , Keller 
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discloses that a polyester gel coat can be applied to the outer surface of the outer shell 
(column 2, line 15). Keller is silent as to pigment. Abeille shows a floating raft that 
comprises a foam core and polyester resin outer shell. Abeille teaches that a polyester 
gel coat can be applied to the outer surface of the outer shell. Abeille teaches that the 
polyester gel coat may be clear or colored if desired (column 2, lines 40-41 ). Therefore 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Von Norring by adding a pigmented polyester gel 
coat as taught by Keller and Abeille. The motivation would be to enhance the 
appearance of the raft. 

25. Regarding claim 12, Abeille teaches that the gel coat may comprise a textured 
non-skid surface in the form of stone (32). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify Von 
Norring by adding stone to the gel coat as taught by Abeille. The motivation would be to 
minimize the risk of a user slipping on the top surface. 

26. Claims 13, 16, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Von Norring in view of Keller and Lekhtman and Simon as applied to 
claim 6 above. Von Norring in view of Keller, Lekhtman, and Simon does not disclose 
the recited method steps. However, the method steps are inherent in the making and 
use of the modified invention of Von Norring. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to devise the 
recited method steps. The motivation would be to make and use the modified invention 
of Von Norring as described above with respect to claim 6. 
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27. Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Von Norring in view of Keller and Lekhtman and Abeille as applied to claims 3 and 4 
above. Von Norring in view of Keller, Lekhtman, and Abeille does not disclose the 
recited method steps. However, the method steps are inherent in the making and use 
of the modified invention of Von Norring. Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to devise the recited 
method steps. The motivation would be to make and use the modified invention of Von 
Norring as described above with respect to claims 3 and 4. 

Conclusion 

28. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Gentile ('340) shows a raft with a foam core, polyester outer 
shell, and a flag pole on the top surface. Smollar ('440) shows a raft with an artificial 
palm tree. Peterson ('271 ) shows a raft with a shade in the form of a whale tail. 
Lekhtman ('355) shows a floating dock module and a floating deck module, and 
discloses that various accessories can be place on top of the modules, including a 
parasol, illumination means, planter box, and artificial grass. 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to examiner 
Andrew D. Wright at telephone number (703) 308-6841. The examiner can normally be 
reached Monday-Friday from 9:00 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, S. Joe Morano, can be reached at (703) 308-0230. The fax number for 
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official communications is 703-872-9306. The fax number directly to the examiner for 
unofficial communications is 703-746-3548. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Andrew D. Wright 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3617 




